is linked to a race, a religion, a philosophy, a nationality, a
superstition, or other culture'elements.

In as much as no language belongs to anybody and any*
body is free to acquire any language, according to his needs,
tastes and opportunities, a conflict over languages is,
rationally speaking, quite unnecessary* Language is a non.
material instrument for the conveyance of thought, and not
a material possession to be owned.

Similar is the case with all other culture-traits. None
of them is biologically inherited; all of them are acquired
from others who acquired them before. None of them can
be owned exclusively by anybody. When we say that
cricket is an English game, French is the language of the
French, Vedanta is the philosophy of the Indians, ice-cream
is American, it is only in a descriptive and not possessive
sense. They are not "property" to be owned by anybody.
In any event, if anything of "mine*' can be acquired by
"you" and can become "yours" it is no longer "mine". It is
"ours". The particular cannot diffuse but only the
universal.